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ENVIRONMENTAL GROUP SERVICES. LTD.
Monday, March 25, 2002

Project No: 02-203543
Law Offices of Mr. Michael A. Peristein
135 S. LaSalle Street 36® Floor
Chicago, Illinois 60603

Re:  Phase I Subsurface Investgation Repont
Cresent Painting Works, 3656 West Armitage,
Chicago, Illinois. (The Site)

Environmental Group Services, Litd. (EGSL) has completed a Phase [I Subsurface
Investigation for the above referenced property (Site). The Purpose of this investigation
was to determine the possibility of contamination associated with the presence of a liquid
seepage from the neighboring property to the west of side of the basement at the Site. The -
seepage is presumed to have originated at the adjacent property, which has been in use as -/
a metal plating workshop for a number of years. The contaminants of concern are Metals, .

Mercury, Semi Volatile Organic Compounds, Volatile Organic Compounds & Cvanide,
which, are commonly associated with the metal plating industry.

Background

The Current Owner of the Site is a company called FAMO. On April 24, 1999 prior to
FAMO's purchase of the Site on June 1% 1999. Mr. Nestor A. Reina, P.E, conducted an
apparently limited phase I report at the request of Mr. Jaime Moreno, President of FAMO
(See Tab 4 Nestor Reina Phase I Report). The report states, “this investigation did not
reveal the presence or likely presence of a release or a substantial threat of a release of a
hazardous substance or pesticide at. on, to or from the subject property.” - :

The Site was recently used as a furniture storage building, furniture was ceased to be
stored in the basement around the summer of 2001 after a period of high humidity and
unpleasant odor from leakage of the neighboring property caused the atmosphere in the
basement to become intolerable for workers and unsuitable for the storage of fumniture.
The upper part of the building is now used as a banquet hall. The presumed causative
agent of contamination is the adjacent property, “Crescent Plating Works™ (See Resource
Consulting Inc Report page 1, dated November 12 1999)

Neighboring Site of Concern

The neighboring property at 3650 W Ammitage. Cresent Plating Works, (Adjacent
Property) is used in the plating of metals.
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Field Sampling Procedures

EGSL utilized a Geo-Probe to obtain continuous soil samples. The Geo-Probe was
equipped with a hydraulic hammer, which was used to advance 4-foot by 2-inch soil
samplers. The samplers were lined with transparent acetate tubes. All soil samples were
continuously collect to depths of 3 feet below ground surface (bgs).

EGSL advanced three (3) soil probes, at specific locations to determine where soil
contamination may exist. All three probes (B1, B2, B3) were advanced along the west
wall of the basement of the Site along the property line between the Site and the Adjacent
Property boundary to determine if contamination might have migrated on to the Site from
the Adjacent Property. (Fig 2, Tab 1)

Three (3) samples one from each boring recovered from one & a half (1.5) feet, was
selected and submitted to the laboratory for analytical testing of SVOC, VOC, RCRA.
Metals, Mercury & Cyanide indicator compounds. pH was also tested to obtain pH.
specific remediation objectives for in-organic compounds.

The soil samples targeted for analysis were prepared in accordance with the following
IEPA recommended methods.

Cyanide, Total ' Method 9012A
Mercury: Method 7471A

pH: Method 9045
RCRA Metals: ' Method 6020

Semi Volatile Organic Compounds: Method 8270C
Volatile Organic Compounds:- Method 5035/8260B

Samples were packed into new laboratory supplied, 4 oz., glass; wide mouth jars with
Teflon-lined caps. The samples were submitted to Stat Analysis, in Chicago, Illinois.
Samples were stored on ice during soil sample collection activities and while being
transported to the 1aboratory Standard Chain-Of-Custody procedures were followed to
track the samples.

Cross contamination during soil sampling was minimized, by using an Alconox™
detergent wash and tap water rinse to decontaminate the sampling tools between each
probe. Also, other sampling equipment and measurement tools were hand washed with
Alconox™ detergent wash and rinsed 3 times with distilled water between soil sample
intervals. The tools were then placed on clean and decontaminated surfaces.

DlSposable latex gloves were worn during the collection of 3011 sampling events and were
changed between samples.
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Findings

The subsurface geology in the area where the probes were advanced consists of
approximately three (3) feet of native glacial grey-brown clay. The boreholes were dry
upon completion of the borings. (Tab 2)

Stat Analysis analytically tested soil sample for Total Cyanide, Mercury, pH. RCRA
Metals, Semu Volatile Organic Compounds, Volatile Organic Compounds indicator
constituents. The following sample was submitted.

B-1 (3R
B-2 (15R)
B3 (13R)

The analytical results were compared to the Remediation Objectives (RO’s) derived from .

the Ilinois Environmental Protection Agency (IEPA) “adopted” IAC 742, Tiered .
Approach to Corrective Action Objectives (TACO), Tier 1, for Commercial Properties S
dated June 5, 1997. amended August 15, 2001, which are presented in Table 1.

Additionally analytical results were compared to the Section 742. Table C: pH specific
soil remediation objectives for inorganics and ionizing organics for the soil component of
the groundwater ingestion route (Class | Groundwater). Presented in Table 2. This is to
ensure that if groundwater were to come into contact with the soil, concentrations of
contaminants leaching into that groundwater would be bellow-the Groundwater Ingestion
Route (Class I Groundwater) Remediation Objectives (See Tab 3).

The analyfical test results indicate that Stat Analysis found that trichloroethene levels
were above the Industrial-Commercial Inhalation remediation objectives. In all three
samples levels of Chromium were found two times above the average concentrations of
background soils in the Chicago Metropolitan area. Mercury was found in the B-1 soil
sample at approximately 56 times the average concentrations of background soils in the
Chicago Metropolitan area. Cyanide was found in the B-3 soil sample at approximately 5
times the average concentrations o.f background soils in the Chicago Metropolitan area.

Recommendations

1. Install monitoring well to monitor trichloroethene

2. Stop leakage through walls via an engineering bammer

3. Carry out comprehensive subsurface investigation to analyze all media (soil and
~ groundwater) must be analyzed for the full EPA Target Compound List.

4. Repair damage to brick and mortar.
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Conclusions

The Site will need to be enrolled into the Site Remediation Program (SRP). This is a
voluntary cleanup program that enables the Site owners to obtain a Comprehensive NFR
(No Further Remediation) letter from the IEPA for Sites that are not regulated within the
framework of any other IEPA program. Since it is voluntary, the IEPA requires the Site
owner to pay for the Agency’s effort, which includes review of all plans and reports, etc.
An initial fee of $500.00 is required at the time of enrollment and subsequent fees will be
invoiced by the [EPA. Generally, the minimum cost will be approximately $5,000.00
and may be higher depending on the level of effort by the IEPA. It is recommended by
the IEPA that all plans and reports be reviewed and approved by them before preceding
each task. This is not a requirement; however, the IEPA reserves the right to deny an
NFR if they feel that any of the tasks were not completed in accordance with the
regulations. Also, in order to receive a comprehensive NFR a comprehensive subsurface
investigation shall be completed and all media (soil and groundwater) must be.analyzed -
for the full EPA Target Compound List.

This assessment presents EGSL's professional interpretation and judgment of the existing
site conditions based on information gathered. Professional judgments expressed on facts
currently available within the limits of the mutually agreed scope of work, budget and
schedule. It is not intended to be exhaustive in scope. EGSL's work was performed in
accordance with generally accepted engineering standards. However, the cost information
presented herein cannot be construed as engineering estimates. It is EGSL's specific
intent that the costs, conclusions and recommendations presented here be used as
guidance and not necessarily as a firm course of action unless explicitly stated as such.
WE MAKE NO WARRANTIES, EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED INCLUDING
WITHOUT LIMITATION, WARRANTIES AS TO MARKETABILITY OR FITNESS
FOR A PARTICULAR PURPOSE. In addition, the information provided in this report is
not to be construed as legal advice.

This report is exclusively for the use and benefit of the addressee(s) identified on the first
page of this report and is not for the use or benefit of, nor may any other person or entity
rely it upon. The contents of this report may not be quoted in whole or in part or
distributed to any person or entity other than the addressee(s) hereof without, in each
case, the advance written consent of the undersigned.

Respectively Submitted by Environmental Group Services, Ltd.

Jason Weedon
Project Manager
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Site Diagram
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TAB 2

Boring Logs
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Table 1 - Summary of EGSL¢gmalytical Results for VOCs irt oil Compared to TACO Tier 1
Soil Remediation Objectives for Industrial-Commercial Properties,
3636 W. Armitage, Chicago, IL.

P

“ Exposure Routs-Specific I Soll Component of the Soll Boring Number
) Values for Soiis Groundwater Ingestion || Soll Sample Depth (feet)
VOC:" Industrial-Commercial | Construction Worker Exposure Route Values || B1-.5° B2-§' B3.-.5'
Method 5035!8260“ Ingestion | Inhalation | ingestion ; Inhalation Class | Class il
Chemical Compound|| (mg/kg) | (mokg) | (mgkg) | (mgko) || (mokkg) | (mgkg) || mgkg | mgikg | mgikg
Acetone|| 200000 { 100000 | 200000 ! 100,000 16 18 ND ND | ND
Benzene|| 200 1.5 4,300 2.1 0.03 0.47 ND o | N
Bromodichloromethanell 92 3,000 2.000 3,000 0.6 0.6 ND ND ND
Bromoforml| 720 100 16,000 140 0.8 0.8 ND .| ND ND
Bromomethane" - - — — e — I no ND ND |
2~Butanone“ - - - - - - ND ND ND
_____ Carbon disulfidell 200,000 720 20,000 9.0 32 160 ND ND ND
Carbon tetrachloride“ 44 0.64 410 0.90 0.07 0.33 ND ND ND |
Chlorobenzenel| 41,000 210 4,100 1.3 1 6.5 ND | ND ND
* Chlorodibromomethanef| 41,000 1,300 41,000 1,300 04 | o4 no | ND ND
3 _Chloroethanef|  — - - - - - ND ND | ND
Chioroform|] 940 0.54 2.000 0.78 0.6 29 ND ND ND
Chloromethane“ - - - - - - ND ND ND |
______ 1,1-Dichlorosthanef| 200,000 1700 | 200000 i 130 | 23 i 110 no | o | D
...... 1,2-Dichlorosthanell &3 0.70 1400 i+ 099 002 i  od N | ND ND
1,1-Dichloroethene]| 18,000 1,500 1,800 1,500 0.06 0.3 ND [ ND ND
cis-1,2-Dichloroethenell 20,000 1,200 20,000 1,200 04 ' 14 . | ooos4 | o006 0.28
trans-1,2-Dichloroethenell 41,000 3,100 41,000 3,100 07 1 34 ND | ooo4s | ooos2
1,2-Dichloropropane]| 84 23 1,800 0.50 0.03 0.15 ND ND ND

- Indicates that value exceeds Remediation Objective for ohe or more pathways.
— Indicates that there is no current value available.

ND Not detected above the laboratory detection limit.
mglkg milligrams/kilogram, equivalent to parts per million.




Table 1 - Summary of EGSL Analytical Results for VOCs InhSoll Compared to TACO Tier 1
Soll Remediation Objectives for Industrial-Commaercial Properties,
36368 W. Armitage, Chicago, IL.

Exposure Route-8pecific 80ll Component of the 8oil Boring Number

o Values for Solls o Groundwater ingestion || Soit Samptle Depth {feet)
vocsf | Industrial-Commercia{ é‘!‘.‘.‘.‘!‘.“.“.‘!'.‘.".".?'.’f!’. Exposurs Route Values || B1-.8' 82.¢8' 83.¢'
o Method 8038/8280]l Ingestion [ inhatation ingsstion ( inhalation Class | Class It
Chemical Compound]l (mg/kg) (mgikg) (mgikg) | (mglkg) (mg/kg) (mglkg) mglkg | mglkg | mgkg |
3 0.23 610 0.3 0.004 002 f ND ND | ND
3 0.23 610 0.33 0.004 0.02 ND ND ND
200,000 400 20,000 88 17 19 ND ND ND
- - - - - - ND ND ND *
700 24 12,000 3 0.02 0.2 ND ND ND
- soe v e - - ND ND ND
410,000 1,600 41,000 430 4 10 NOD ND 7 NO
o - e - e - ND NO ND
110 20 2,400 28 0.08 03 ND ND 048
410,000 050 410,000 @ 12 20 ND ND ND
- 1,200 - 1200 f| 2 9.6 ND ND ND
8,200 1,800 9,200 1,800 0.02 0.3 ND NO ND
820 89 1,200 12 006 | 03 _ a00 | 14
1,000,000 1,600 7 200,000 10 170 170 ND ND NO
3 0.06 s 0.08 0.01 © 0.07 ND ND ND
1,000,000 410 410,000 0 180 180 ND ND | ND

- indicates that value exceads Remediation Objective for one or more pathways.

indicates that there is no cusrent value avalilable.
ND Not detécted above the laboratory detection limit.
mg/kg milligrama/kilogram, equivalent to parts per million.

.
.




Remediation h_iectives for Industrial-Commgrcial Prbperties,
3636 W. Armitage, Chicago, It.

Exposure Route-Specific . Soil Component of the Soll Boring Number
Values for Soils . Gréundwatef Ingestion || Soil Sample Depth (feet)
- ' SVOCs|| _mdustrial-Commercial Construction Worker Exposure Route Values B1-§' B2-5' B3-.5'
Method 8270)| Ingestion Inhalation Iingestion inhalation Class | Class Il
Chemical Compound {mg/kg) {(mgl/kg) (mglkg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mglkg) (mglkg)
Acenaphthenefl 120,000 §  -- 120,000 - ,;,g?qu 2800 || ND ND ~ND
Acenaphthylene - o= e e = ND | ND ND
....................... Anthracenel 610000 | = — | 610000 % -~ ] 12000 : 69000 | ND | ND ND
Benzidine ] 4= - = .= . .NO ‘ :NE__ __NO_
............... Benzo@panthracenell 8 | | 170 — f 2 ¢ s | wo_ | N | N
.............. Benzo(b)fluoranthene 8 b 170 - 5 3 % . N 1 ND | ND
................ Benzo(k)fluoranthene 78 _ 4100 - 49 (.20 § NO | ND | NO
______ Benzo(a)pyrene 08 - 17 - 8 82 I ND | ND | NO
Benzo(ghi)perylene - i o= o= f._ND ) ND ] ND
Benzoic Acid 1,_(_)(_)0&20 : R E_ZE,O(_)? } ,,;f,_,_._ _ 400_7; 400 ) NDW_ ‘N&D_A ND
BenzylAlcoholll - i~ | e i e e e _ND_|__ND _|_ ND
Bis(2-chloroethyl)ether 5 047 15 ' —EGQ |l 00004 : 00004 i ND | ND } NO
Bis(2-chloroethyloxy)methaneff ~ --- ¢ = - __-_7 R T T ND ~_ND ~_ND
Bis(2-chloroisopropyl)ether - - - - R _ND | ND | ND
....... ' Bis(2-ethylhexylphthalate 410 31,000 | 4,100 31,000 3600 : 31000 | ND ~ND | ND
4Bomophenyl phenyletherfl -~ 4 - e 0 i T e N - B = ) ND | ND | KO
Butyl benzyl phthalate 410000 i 930 410,000 ’ 930 __9:_59 i 93 __ND o ND } ND
.......... 4-Chloroanilinel ~ 8200 ; -~ | 820 i : - 07 ¢ 07 Jf_ND | __ND 1 ND
4-Chloro-3-methylphenol| - - - ,._"'_‘,_,_ - i = ff ND | ND | ND
2-Ch|oronaphthalene"_ DR D P S -~ i = JI 'ND ~__ND ND
2-Chlorophenol“ 10,000 53,000 10,000 : 53,000 4 20 | Nllj: ;-,,,_NE_._ __NQ__
,,,,,,, 4-Chlorophenyl phenyl ether|| - |- -~ |- i — f N | N | N
Chrysene" 780 - 17,000 -~ || 160 i 800 ND | ND | ND
Dibenzo(ah)anthracene)| 0.8 — 17 — 2 76 ND ND ND

_ Indicates that value exceeds Remediation Objective for one or more pathways.
-- Indicates that there is no current value available.




' Table 3 - Summary of EGSL Analytical Resuits for INORGANICS and METALS in Soil Compared to
TACO Tier 1 Remediation Objectives (Industria/Commercial), 3636 W. Amrmatige, Chicago, IL.
i vl S o
Vahsss for Sois Chemicails Soil Depth (feet)
Py ¢ Werker  [in Backgrousd soils 8-5 | 2-5 | &>-¥
Countien Within Metropolitan
' o - siatin | wngee whaisticn  JStmissical Areas
Compounas| mony ' womg | moag mofiy mohy | mokg | wong
A . 1.200 [ 25.000 13 29 5.7 6.9
Sanumi 10008 910000 14.099 579,000 1100 29 % 51
' Casvasnd 2008 2008 0 985,008 [ ND NO ND
Cvoraenf tosee @ 40 s.008 182
Lesof o0 - -0 — » 13 12 13
S 10.900 - 1.000 — A8 - ND ND ND
' Sheer] 18.000 - 1,900 - 53 ND ND ND
Meraxy| 10 $40.000 1 52,000 o8 ND ND
Cyanme] 41088 - 4% - 51 ) ND ND
] : - et
i ——
pi Speciic Soil Rumediation Vakees Soll Depth {feet)
fSor meggenics and lonizing Organics for pH Bt-5 82-5 | 88-5
' e Seit C of e G ng Rowte 82$
worgenic (Cines | Growndwaten) fto 8.74
. Compoundn mylg | mokg | mgikg
Arserec] Section 7Q2 Agpeniin & Toir 1 Tabies and Bustrations 2 29 5.7 8.9
Barumn Sectien 742 Tatie T : of TACO NA 2 % 51
Cawmumn| . NA ND ‘ND ND
Cwommen| 24 24 20
L~L NA 13 12 |7 13
Setermun) 1.8 ND ND ND
Sibver NA ND ND ND
Merary] NA 14 ND ND
Cyuste L. ND ND 25
Sofl Boring
Sol Depth (feeq)
815 | @5 | B35 d
P | 842 835 864

Indicates Bt Baare 8 NO QsTeNd value avalabie
No Gete syniebie for Sws oM rage

Not detecind showe 01 ehoratory detecson imit
miligrans/idogan, eqavelat I parts per milion.
* I accordence wilh Tabie G Appendix A of TACO

jaz

' - nGcams et valus euceads Remediaacon Otyectves for one or More palweys.
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RYPAN Analysis Corporation
2201 West Campbell Park Drive Chicago, IL 60612-3547

Tel: (312) 733-0551 Fax: (312) 733-2386 STATinfo@STATanalysis.com
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) ACCREDITED
LABORATORY

Date Reported: March 20, 2002
Date Printed: March 20, 2002
Client: Environmental Group Services, Ltd. Client Saraple ID: B-1 ‘
Lab Orders 0203071 . . Collection Date: 3/12/2002
Project: Cresent Painting Works Matrix: Soil
Lab ID; 0203071-001 . . . —
Analyses Result Limit Qual Units DF : Date Anslyzed
Metals by ICP/MS SW6020 Prep Date: 3/43/2002 Analyst: MCL
Arsenic 2.9 047 mg/Mg 10 3/14/2002
Barlum 29 0.85 mg/Kg 10 3/14/2002
Cadmium ND 047 mg/Kg 10" . 3M4/2002
Chiomiym 20 0.95 mg/Kg 10 faM4/2002
Lead 13 0.47 mg/Kg 10 i 3/14/2002 -
~>enium . ND 0.95 mg/Kg 10 ' 3M4/2002
Noller = ) ND 0.95 mg/Kg 10 " 31412002
Mercury ° SW7471A Prep Date: 3/13/2002 . Analyst: DI
Mercury 34 0.22 mo/Kg 10 33132002
_ Semivolstile Organic Compounds by GC/MS SWa270C Prep Date: 3/15/2002 Analyst: JF
y 1:24-Trchlorobenzene . ND 0.33 mg/Kg 1 ,  ¥15/2002
" 1,2-Dichiorobenzane ) ND 0.33 mg/Kg 1 ¥15/2002
1,3-Dichiorobenzane : ND 0.33 mg/Kg 1 . 3152002
1,4-Dichiorobenzene ND 0.33° mgKg 1 " U15/2002
2, 2-axybis{1-Chioropropane) ND 0.33 mg/Ko 1 3/15/2002
2.4,5-Trichiorophenol ND 0.65 mo/Kg 1 " 3/15/2002
2,4 6-Trichiorophenol ND 0.33 mg/Kg 1 " 215/2002
2,4-Dichiorophsnol ND 0.33 mo/Kg 1 ' 3M5/2002
2.4-Dimethyiphenol ND 0.33 me/Kg 1 ¢ 311512002
2,4-Dinitrophenol ND 1.8 mg/Kg 1 3/15/2002
2,4-Dinitratoluene ND 0.33 mg/Kg 1 © AM52002
nitrotoluene ND 0.33 mg/g 1 . Ansiz002
Z<Chloronaphthalene ND 0.33 mgKg 1 T 3152002
2-Chloraphenol ND 0.33 moiKg 1 3152002
2-Methyinaphthaiene ND 0.33 mg/Kg 1 " 3n15/2002
2-Methyiphenol ND 0.33 mg/Kg 1 '\ 3/15/2002
2-Nitroanfine ND 18 mg/Kg 1 L 3/15/2002
2-Nitrophenol ND 1.6 mg/g 1 . 311512002
- 3,3 -Dichiorobenzidine ND 0.65 mo/Kg 1 . 3/115/2002
3-Nitroanlline ND 1.8 mg/iKg 1 ' 3/15/2002
4,6-Dinitro-2-methyiphenol ND 1.6 my/Kg 1 ' 3/16/2002
4-Bromophenyl phenyl sther ND 0.33 ma/Kg 1 ¢ aMs2002
4-Chioro-J-miathylphenal ND 0.33 mg/Kg 1 " 311572002
4-Chicroaniine , ND 0.33 mg/Kg 1 - 3/15/2002
4-Chiorophenyl phanyt ether ND 033 -mg/Kg 1 \ 3152002
&-Methyiphenol ND 033 -_ mg/Kg 1 . W/15/2002
4-Nitroaniine ND 16 - mgKg 1 * 1512002
Qualiflers: ND - Not Detected at the Reporting Limit S - Spike Recovery outside accepted vecovery limits

J - Analyte detected below quamititation limils
B - Analytc detected in the associaled Mcthod Blank
* - Yalue exceeds Maximuem Contaminant Level

R « RPD ovtside accepied recovery limits

E - Value above quantitation tange

Page 1 of 12




STAT AMFLTSIS CORPORATION

2201 West Campbell Park Drive Chicage, IL 60612-3547
Tek: (312) 7338551 Fax: (312) 733-2386 STATinfo@STATanalysis.com

Date Reported: March 20, 2002
Date Printed: March 20, 2902

Clleat: Environmental Group Services, Lid. Client Sample ID: B-1

LabOrder: 0203071 Clection Date: 3/12/2002

Project: Cresent Painting Works Matrix: Soil :

LabID: 0203071-001 N

Analyses Resuit Limit Qual Units DF - Date Analyzed

Semivolatile Organic Compounds by GC/MS SW3270C Prep Date: 3/1%/2002 . Analyst JF

4-Miyophenol ND 16 mo/Xg 1 - MMS2002

Acsnaphihens ND 033 mg/Kg 1 IM5/2002

Acengphthylens ND 033 mo/Xg 1 V152002 ‘
Aniine NO 0.33 moKg 1 3152002 g
Anthacene ND 033 moKg 1 32007 [
Serztantracens ND 03 mgKg 1 As2002 -
Berzidine - ND 0.3 moAg 1 IM5/2002 :
Berzolalpyrene ND 0 mgXg 1 1572002

Senzo@® Mucranthens ND 033 mghg 1 ¥15/2002

Berzo(ghiperylens ND .3 mgKg 1 52002

. Bergofiuoranthens ND (1 k<] myXg 1 . MS2002
Berzoic acd . ND 033 mog 1 ‘L, I1S/2002

Benzy! alcohol e ‘ND 0.33 mgg 1 " anseom

Bis{2-chioroeaxy nethane . ND 0.3 moKQ 1 © AMS2002
Bis(2-chioroeirylethes ND 033 mo/Xg 1 S aMs2002
BlaR2-etryhexyfphihalale ND 0.33 mo/Kg 1 - AS2002

Buty benzy! phinalais . NOD 0.33 moAg 1 ' 1572002

Cartazole ND 0.3 mo/Kg 1 ' AaMS2002

Creysers ND 0.3 mo/Kg 1 I 3ans00z

Di-n-uiyt phiftasete ND 033 mogg 1 31572002

Ol-n-octyl phihalate ND 033 moig 1 1 IMS2002
Dbenzis.hfntwacens ND 0.33 mg/Kg 1 ' 5002 ‘Jf
Diderczohsran ND 0.3 mg/Xg 1 ~ anseom ;
Dlethyl phikaiate ND 033 moKg 1 . aMS2002
Oimnetivyl phthatate ND .33 mpg 1 | M1S2002

Fyorantane . ND 0.33 mgKg 1 3572002

Fuocrens ND 033 mgXg 1 2 177 1 2]

Hexachioroberzeno ND 0 moXg 1 T NS00

Hexachiorotutadians ND 0.3 moXg 1 < WSO
Headchiorocycdopentadiens NO .33 moiXg 1 : aMSZ002

Hexachioroegane ND 033 mQAg 1 . AMSR002

indeno(1.2. 3-cfipyrene ND 033 moAg 1 T ANSP2002

isaphorone ND 0.33 meAg 1 - 3152002
N-NRrosodi-9-gropytamine ND 033 moXKg 1 " ansn002
N-Nstrosodimethytamine ND 033 moxg 1 " anspo02 ,
N-Nerosodiphesrylamine ND 033 ‘mo<g 1 V1572002
Naphtaiene ND 033 . mrg 1 3M15/2002 :
Newoberzane ND 033 mgXg 1 - 31572002 ;

: |
Qualbors: ND - Not Detecaed at the Reporong fumit S-%MMWWM !
3 - Anasysc dareesed belew qoenitimsion mits R - RPD outside accepted recovery limits '
B - Anslyw deseccd ia e assoCiaicd Method Blank E - Vaive above quantalios mnge

® « Value cxcesds Maxinum Contarsant Lovel Page 2 of 12



MiHR—2d-2002 11:52 STAT ANALYSIS CORPORATION

- VYl Analysis Corporation
2201 West Campbell Park Drive Chicego, IL 60612-3547 NW ,@‘

Tel: (312) 733-0551 Fax: (312) 733-2386 STATinfo@STATanalysis.com

ACCREDITED
LARORATORY

Date Reported: March 20, 2802
Date Printed: March 20, 2002
)

Client: Environmental Group Services, Ltd. Client Sample ID: B-1 :
Lab Order: 0203071 . . Collection Date: 3/12/2002 °
Project: Cresent Painting Works Matrix: Soil

Lab ID: 0203071-001 )

Analyses Result Limit Qual Units DF Date Analyzed
Semivolatile Organic Compounds by GC/MS SWB8270C Prep Date: 3/15/2002 " Analyst JF
Pentachiorophenol NO 1.8 mg/Ko 1 . w15/2002

Phsnanthrene ND 0.33 mg/Kg -1 ¥15/2002
Phenol ND 0.33 mg/Kg 1 V1572002
Pyrene ND 0.33 mg/Kg 1 3/15/2002
Pyridine ND 0.33 mg/Kg 1 . . 3/15/2002 .
& ‘olatile Organic Compounds by GO/MS SW5035/82608 Prep Date: 3112/20'02 ' Analyst: PS
Acetona ND 0.018 mgKg 1 P 3192002
Benzene ND 0.0038 mg/Kg 1 319/2002
Bromodichioromethane ND 0.0038 mg/Kg 1 3/1972002
Bromeform ND 0.0038 mg/Kg 1 3192002
Bromomethane ND 0.007% mg/Kg 1 3192002
2-Butanone ' ’ ) ND 0.0078 _ mg/iKg 1 319/2002
Carbon disuifide ND 0.0038 mg/Kg 1 . ¥19/2002
Carbon tetrachloride ND 0.0038 me/Kg 1 31912002
Chiorobenzene . ND 0.0038 mg/Kg 1 1 Y19/2002
Chloroethane . ND 0.0075 moKg 1 . 3192002
Chioroform ND 0.0038 mg/Kg 1 3/18/2002
Chioronmathane NO 0.0038 mgKg 1 . Y19/2002
Diaromachioromethane ND Q.0038 mg/Kg 1 319/2002
1,1-Dichioroethane ND 0.0038 mg/Kg 1 T 3152002
1,2-Dichioroethane ND 0.0038 mg/Kg 1 " 319/2002
1.1-Dichioroethene ND 0.0038 mg/Kg 1 T AMw2002
-1,2-Dichioroethene 0.0094 0.0038 mg/Kg 1 ; 3M92002
tans-1,2-Dichioroathens ND 0.0038 mgKg 1 : W192002
+ .1,2-Diéhioropropane " ND 0.0038 mo/Kg 1 392002
cis-1,3-Dichioropropens ND 0.0038 me/Kg 1 L 3192002
trans-1,3-Dichioropropene NO 0.0038 mg/Kg 1 162002
Ethylbenzens . ND 0.0038 mg/Kg 1 . 3192002
2-Hexanone ND 0.0076 mgKg 1 ;392002
4-Mathyl-2-pentanone ND 0.0078 mgAg 1 - 3162002
Methytene chioride ND 0.0076 mag 3 * 4192002
Styrena ND 0.0038 mg/Xg 1 ' 31972002
1,1,2.2-Tatrachioroethane ND 0.0038 mg/Kg 1 ; 3192002
Tetrachiorogthene ND 0.0038 mgKg 1 ' ¥19/2002
Toluene / ND 0.003a ‘mgKg 1 " a19/2002
1,1,1-Trichioroethane ND 00038 mgKg 1 31972002
1,1,2-Trichioroethane ND 0.0038 - moKg 1 . 392002
Trichiorosthene 11 2.2 mgKg 500 } 3/19/2002
Quatiffers: ND - Not Detccred at the Reporting Limit § - Spike Recovary outsids aceepted recovery limits
J - Anslyte deiccted below quanititation limits R - RPD outside accepred recovery limits
B - Analyte dewcied n the amsockied Mcthod Blank B - Value above quantiiation range )
® - Value exceeds Maximum Contaminant Level Page 3 of 12




MR-20-2082 11:52 STAT ANALYSIS CORPORATION

sis Corporation
2201 West Campbell Perk Drive Chicage, IL 60612-3547
Td: (312) 733-4551 Fax: (312) 733-2386 STATinfe@STATanalysis.com

Date Reported: March 20, 2002
Date Printed: March 20, 2002

-

Eavironnental Group Services, Lid

Order: 020307 Client Sarple ID: B-2
Lab Orter: . Colection Date: 3/12/2002
Preject: Cresent Painting Works on
Lab ID: 0203071-002 Matrix:
Analyses Resat  Limit Qual Uit  DF . - Date Anslyzed
Metals by ICPALS Sweoz0 Prep Date: 3/13/2002  ’ Analyst MCL
Arsanic 57 0.44 moNg 10 T 302
Barkun » a.es mo/Xg 10 S 34002
Caamium ND 044 m 10 ‘ 2002
Chromum 24 0.58 moKg s Yoo
u-cs , 12 044 moKg 10 S 342002
- NO 0.8 mog 10 . 32002
Sver NO 0.88 moMg 10 . 3hazom
Wercury SW2471A Prep Dete: 3132002 | Analyst Di
NO 00 mgKg 1 31372002
Semivolatite Organic Compounds by GC/MS SWR270C Prap Oate: 31572002 - Analyst JF
1.2.4-Tachiorabenzene ND o mgkg . 1 - as00
1.2-Otctiomobenzens ND 0.31. moKg 1 o Nseom,
1,3-Olchioraberaang ND 0.3¢ m 1 © 35200
1 4-Dicsioroberzane . ND 0.3t MoKg 1 > Ms2002
2, Z-auytis(1-Chioropropent) ND o moAcg 1 | ansmoe
2.4,5-Téchioraphanct NO 082 o ) _:"
2.4, 6-Tacrdosophencs NO 0.31 moXg 1 N mam&
24-Drailrfiphenci ND 031 mo/Ka p «
iy Cinavosiuens NO 15 moKg 1 I ansno02
2'2 - Cinivorsaene NO o moXg 1 ;. 3M52002
No 0.31 mNg 1 : 352002
2-Criorophencd NO 031 moXe 1 Bvlanioo
24efryinaphiaiens ND 0.31 moKa . a0
: NO on mog ! . MIS2002
2-Nivophencl ND 15 Mg " . anszon
ua m. e ND 062 oAy 1 - 3152002
ND 15 m 1 . ASOG2
4 §-Dnviro-2-sneliryiphenol ND 15 mgKg 9 : 3157200
«Chioroeniine NO on moig 1 . 352002
o on mokg 1 . 352002
4-Crsarophervyd phanyt ether NO 031 moNg 1 " anso00
S-Mroerdin NO 031 mokg 1 MS2002
Mo 18 moMg 1 - 352002
Qualifiers: ND - Net Dcuected of the Reporting Lt S - Spalcx R e v

J - Amalym demeecd Delow quanititanon st
B - Anslyw demcicd is e associsicd Method Blaak
® - Value exconls Mstsanam Contasuness Leved

R - RPD outside accepmd recovery hmity -
£ - Yaluc sbove gaatitition range
Paom € Af17



MAR-20-2022 11:53 STAT ANALYSIS CORPORATION

Analysis Corporation Wﬂ.@ @. )4

220] West Campbell Park Drive Chicago, IL 60612-3547
Tel: (312) 733-0551 Fax: (312) 733-2386 STATinfo@STATanalysis.com

ACCREDITED
LABORATORY

Date Reported: March 20, 2602
Date Printed: March 20, ZQOZ

-~

Client: Environmental Group Services, Lu. Client Sample ID: B-2

Lab Order: 0203071 Collection Date: 3/12/2002

Project: Cresent Painting Works Matrix: Soil

Lab ID: 0203071-002

Analyses Result Limit Qual Units DF : Date Analyzed

Semivolatlle Organic Compounds by GC/MS SW8z270C Prep Date: 3/15/2002 . Analyst: JF
4-Nitrophenol ND 1.5 mg/Kg 1 . ¥15/2002
Acenaphthene ND 0.31 mg/Kg 1 . ¥152002
Acenaphthylene ND 0.31 mgg 1 , ¥15/2002
Anliine ND 0.31 mg/Kg 1 L 3182002
Anthracene ND 0.31 mg/Kg 1 " 31572002

Ng2enz(aknthracene ND 0.31 mg/Kg 1 ' 31512002 .
Benzidine ND 0.31 mg/g 1 3/15/2002 '
Benzo(a)pyrene ND 0.31 mg/Kg 1 v 15/2002
Benzo(b)fluoranthene ND 031 mg/Kg 1 : 315/2002
Benzo(g,h.)perytens ND 0.31 © mgKg 1 * 3ansz002
Benzo(Kluoranthene ND 0.31 mg/Kg 1 . Y15/2002
Benzoic'acid ) ) ND 0.31 mg/Mg 1 . 3M5/2002
Benzyl alcohol ND 0.31 ' mg/Kg 1 > 15/2002
BHis(2-chioroethaxy)methane ND 0.31 . mg/Kg 1 » ¥15/2002
Bia(2-chloroethy)etver ND 031 mgKe 1 . 152002
Bls(Z-ethythaxyl)phthalate ND 0.31 mo/Kg 1 T 3152002
Butyl benzyl phthalate ND 0.31 mo/Kg 1 | ¥15/2002
Carbazole ND 0.31 mg/Kg 1 ; 315/2002
Chrysene ND 0.31 . mg/Kg 1 : 31152002
Orn-butyl phthalate ND 0.31 mg/Kg 1 ;152002
Di-n-octyl phthaiate ND 0.91 mg/Kg 1 1 3M5/2002
“ibenz(3,hjanthracene ND 0.31 mg/Kg 1 . 31572002
Nabibanzofuran ND 0.31 mgXg 1 . V1572002

Dlethyl phthalale ND 0.31 mg/Kg 1 i 315/2002
Dimethyl phthalate " ND 0.31 mg/Kg 1 \ 3115/2002
Fuoranthene NO 0.31 meMg 1 : ansror
Fluorene _ ND 0.31 mo/Kg 1 . /152002
Hexachlorobsnzens . ND 0.31 mg/Kg 1 y Y152002
Hexachiorobutadiene ND 0.3 mg/Kg 1 ;352002
Hexachlerocyciopentadiens ND 0.31 mg/Xp 1 % 318/2002
Hexachicroothane ND 0.31. mg/Kg 1 * amsz002
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene ND 0.31 "mg/Kg 1 " 31512002
Isaphorone ND 0.31 mg/Kg 1 ) 315/2002
N-Nitrosodi-n-propylamine ND 0.31 mg/Kg 1 " A/15/2002
N-Nitrosodimethytamine ND 0.31 mohg 1 ' asr002
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine ND 031 " mg/Xg 1 4 3/15/2002
Naphthalene ND 031 - mgKg 1 1 31572002
Nitrobenzene ND 0.31 mg/Kg 1 | ¥15/2002

Qualifiers: ND - Not Desected at the Reparting Limit $ - Spike Recovery outride sccepied rocovery Himits

J - Analyt detected below quanitimtion Inyiiis R - RPD outside accepted recovery limits
B - Analyte detectcd in the associated Method Blank E - Value above quantitation range .

* - Yalue exceeds Maximumn Contaminant Level Page 6 0f 12




!B 11:S3 STAT AMNALYSIS CORPURAT.ON

Analy:is Corporation
2201 West Campbell Park Drive Chicege, IL 60612-3547
Tel: (312) 733-8551 Fax: (312) 733-2386 STATIafo@STATanalysis.com

Date Reported: March 20, 2002
Date Printed: March 20, 2002

- f ices, Lt Client Sample ID: B-2

Client:
w, fect TG ; . Collection Date: 3/12/2002
Works Matrix: Soil ;
Lab ID: 0203071-002 .
Analyses Rouit LimitQual Unis DF : Date Analyzed
Semivoiatile Organic Compounds by GL/MS SWa270C Prep Date: 3/15/2002 - Analyst JF
; MO 15 mgKg 1 3152002
Phernanthvens ND 0.31 mo/Kg 1 13002
NO 0.31 mgKg 1 31572002
Pyrene ND o moig 1 . 52002
Pyedira NO 031 moKg . 1 . W152002
Veiatiie Organic Compounds by GC/MS SW5035782608 Prep Date: 31122002 . Analyst PS
Acstons ND 0.022 mokg 1 ¢ amerzom
Berzane ND 0.0043 mo/g 1 T AMaR002.
ND« 0.0043 moKg 1 . anezoe
Svomotorm ND 0.0043 morg 1 T arezon2
Bromomathens < ND 0.0087 moAg 1 1 anemom
2-8utanone ND 0.0087 mg/Xg ] i 492002
Cardon digulide ND 0.0043 mokg { } wrezow
ND 0.0043 mo/Kg 1 ! w2002
Cicrosthane NO 0.0087 mg/g 1  aMgro02
Chioroform ND 0.0043 "w 1 * 1972002
ND 0.0043 mg/Kg 1 Rl 7.
Otromochiorometane NO 0.0043 mo/Xa 1 . A192002
1.1-Dichiorosthane ND 0.0043 mo/Xg 1 P
1.2-Dichiosoethane ND 0.0043 mog 1 : 3,1:::’:?
b ND 0.0043 moKg 1 T 3ner2002
ae-1.2-Okchiorosthene 0.06 0.0043 mg/Kg 9 n
Fang-1.2-0kchiorosthane 0.0045 0.0043 moXg 1 2192002
! 3 Oscrioroproper NO 0.0043 moAg 1 192002
ot NO 0.0043 mog 1 1 anao02
ans-1,)-Oichioropropane ND 0.0043 moAg 1 an _
MO 0.0043 moMg 1 " anazon2
2-Hexanone ND 0.0067 moXa " 1
NO 9.0067 moKg 1 IMy2002
Mathylens chicride NO 0.0087 mokg 1 n
Sarene ND 0.0043 moAQg 1 an
1.1.2.2-Tewachiorethane NO 0.0043 ok 1 wgm
Tetrachicrosthens ND 0.0043 moa 5 angm
T . ND 0.0043 mgXg 1 . Q00
1,1.1-Trichiorosthane ND 0.0043 . 4 :ln
1.1.2-Trichioroethane NO oo ‘- m"""‘ ; : 2002
s 4 039 ° mg/Xg 100 '-m
Qualifiers: ND - Net Desccncd st the Reporing Lisit S - Spike R ocgde . —_—
J - Amalytr dcwciod below quasitinlion s R - RPD owside et .
B - Amalyx detececd in e ssvociascd Method Blank £ - Valus above quaatitation fange _ i-

YoV G amt Leved Page 70f 12 |



MAR-20-2002 11:53 STAT ANALYSIS CORPORATION

220] West Campbell Park Drive Chicago, IL 60612-3547

Analysis Corporation vl & @
Tel: (312) 733-0551 Fax: (312) 733-2386 STATinfo@STATanalysis.com .

Date Reported: March 20, 2@02
Date Printed: March 20, 2002

- -

Client: Environmental Group Services, Ltd.

Clicnt Sample ID: B-2
L’b_ Order: 0203071 LW Collection Date: 3/12/2002
Project: Cresent Painting Works Matrix: Soil
Lab1D: 0203071-002 ) . _
Analyses Result Limit Qual Units DF | Date Analyzed
Volatile Organic Compounds by GC/MS SW5035/82608 Prep Date: 311212602 Analyst PS
Vinyt chioride ND 0.0087 mg/Kg 1 . 31972002
m.p-Xylene T ND 0.0043 mg/Kg 1 . 3192002
o-Xyleno ND 0.0043 mg/Kp 1 7 3/19/2002
pH (25 *C) SWe045C Prep-Date: 311472002 .| Analyst MB
pH 8.35 pHUnits 1 ! 31412002
. te ¢
Cyanide, Total SW9012A Prep Date: 3/14/2002 © Analyst YZ
Cyanide ND 0.25 . my/Kg 1 T W15/2002
L4
b
Qualifiers: ND - Not Detected at the Reporting Limit $ - Spike Recovery outside accepted mvu'y lirnits
1- Analyte detocted below quanititation limits ‘ R - RPD outside accepted recovery limits
B - Analyte dctected in the associated Mcthod Blank E - Value above quantitation range

* - Value cxceeds Maximum Coataminant Level Page 8 of 12




MAR-28-202 11:53 STAT ANALYSIS CORPORATION

is Corporation
2201 West Campbeil Park Driva Chicage, IL 60612-3547
Tel: (312) 733-0551 Fax: (312) 733-2386 STATinfo@STATanalysic com

Date Reperted: March 20, 26002
Date Printed: March 20, 2602

Client: Bovironmeatal Group Services, Lid. Yhent S D: B3

LabOréer: 0203071 Collection Date: 3/12/2002
Preject Cresent Painting Works Matrix: Soil .
Lab ID: 0203071-003
Analyses Result Limit Qual Units DF ’ Date Analyzed
Metais by ICP/SS SWe020 Prep Dats: 313/2002 - Analyst. MCL
Acpenic 69 a48 moKg 10 - 342002
Barkam 51 0.93 mo/Xg 10 : Ma2002
Cadmiyn ND 0.46 mog 10 . 002
Clwomwem 20 0.83 ‘mong 10 ! Mw2002
Leed 13 0.46 mo/Kg 10 © 3142002
Selenkum ND 0.93 mo/g 10 142002
Shver ND 0.5 mg/Xg 10 42002
Mercury SW74T1A Prep Dats: 3/13/2002 - Analyst Di
Mercury 0.068 0023 moig 1 Ny k7. ]
Semivolstiie Organic Compounds by GC/MS SWB270C Prep Date: 31572002 ;- Analyst JF
1.2 4-Trichiorobenzene ND 0.33 mg/Kg 1 L A1672002
1.2-Oschiosoberaene ND .03 moXg 1 . 382002
1.3-Otchioroberaane ND .3 T mgKyg 1 . ANE2002
1.4-Oichiorobonzens NO 033 moAGg 1 T aMer2002
2, Z-oxydis{ 1-Chioropropans) NO 032 mo/Kg 1 © AMe/2002
24.5-Trchioraphencl ND 0.08 mo/Xg 1 . 3MeR02
2,4,6-Trichiorophenol NO .33 moMg 1 ' aM6/2002
2.4-Dlichiosophenal ND o mg/Xg 1 . 3162002
2,4-Drathyiphenol ND 0.3 moKg 1 © 3162002
2,4-Dinivophenal ND 16 mg/Kg 1 T anenoe2
2.4-Oinivotoluene ND 0.3 mg/g 1 316002
2.5-Dinlyotoiucns NOD 033 mg/g 1 I 3162002
2-Chioronapivitaiene ND < mo/Kg 1 182002
#Onoraphencl NO 0.33 mog 1 i 3M&?2002
2-atryvaphiaiens ND 03 mo/g 1 ; anerooz
2Meryphanci ND 03 mg/Xg 1 ¢ 62002
2-Nivosniine ND 16 mgig 1 * anerzonz
-Narophenct ND 18 mKg 1 } ¥16/2002
3,3 Dictiorobenzidine NOD o.es mgA<g 1 T 362002
d4Eroaniine ND 15 Mg 1 _ NS00
4,8-Oinivo-2-meliyiphenol ND 16 mgg 1 . AN200
4-Bromophenvyl phenyl ether ND 013 moKg 1 * 12002
4-Chioroaniine ND 033 _moNg 1 E a0
4-Chisropnenyl phenyt ether ND 033 moAg 1 . Me2002
lletryipmenct ND ‘033 mgKg 1 ~ 31672002
26roantine ND 16 moXg 1 : an80m2
Quakifiary: ND - Not Desscied st the Reporung Lamit S - Spike Recovary oarside scocpred recowery limits
1 - Amalyte descicd belew quegiatcion s R - RPD owide acccpted secovery hinits
B - Azalysc drtecwd ™ the agpocyated Mcthod Blesic E - Value sbovc quastinngion range

® . Value cxeccds Maxiavers Contatmmant Level Page 9 of 12



| MAR-20-2002 11:54 STAT ANALYSIS CORPORATION ' .
I Analysis Corporation ;
2201 West Campbell Park Drive Chicago, IL 60612-3547 NVQ&@
l Tel: (312) 733-0551 Fax: (312) 733-2386 STATinfo@STATanalysis.com '5 S AITES
Date Reported: March 20, 2002
I Date Printed: March 20, 2!?602
I Client: Environmental Group Services, Ltd. Clieat Sample ID: B-3 '
LabOrder: 0203071 Colleetion Date; 3/12/2002
Project: Cresent Painting Works Matrix: Soil '
l LabiD:  0203071-003 o _ g N ] o
Analyses Resuit Limit Qual Units DF i Date Analyzed
T
I Ssmivolatile Organic Compounds by GC/MS 3wa270C Prep Date: 3/1512002  : Analyst JF
A-Nitrophenol ND 1.8 mg/Kg . 9 s 3162002
Acenaphthene ND 0.3 mgKg 1 * 3Me/2002
Acenaphthylena ND 0.33 mg/Kg 1 L /162002
l Aniline ND 0.33 mg/Xg 1 V12002
Anthracene ND 0.33 mg/Kg 1 L y1e2002
W Benz(ajanthracene ND 0.33 mgMg 1 ¢ 3/182002°
' Benzidine ND 0.33 mgKg 1 ' 162002
Benzo(a)pyrens ND 0.33 mgg 1 L 182002
Banzo(b)fiucranthens ND 0.33 mg/Kg 1 : 3M&2002
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene NO 0.33 mg/Kg 1 ¥16/2002
| Benzo(k)fluoranthene ND 0.33 mo/Kg 1 " 3162002
Benzaic acid . ND 0.33 mo/Kg 1  16/2002
Benzyl aicohol . .. ND .0.33 mg/Kg 1 18,2002
' Bis(2-chioroethoxy)methane NO * 0.3 " mg/iKg 1 T 3/16/2002
Bis(2-chioroethyl)ether ND 0.33 mg/Kg 1 " aner002
Bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthaiate ND 0.33 mg/Kg 1 3162002
Butyl benzy! phthalate ND 0.33 mg/Kg 1 311612002
‘ Carbazole NO 0.33 me/Kg 1 ' 3116/2002
Chrysene ND 0.33 mg/Kg ] ' 162002
Din-buty! phihalate ND 0.33 mg/Ko 1 t 16/2002
‘ Di-n-octyl phihalate ND 0.33 mg/Kg 1 162002
- Dibenz(a,h)anthracsne NO 0.33 mg/Kg 1 T y18/2002
Divenzoturan : ND 0.33 mgg 1 . 316/2002
| Diethyl phthalate : ND 0.33 moKg 1 3182002
i Dimethyl phthalate ND 0.33 mg/Kg 1 ; 3/6r002
Fluoranthene ND 0.33 mg/Kg 1 . 3M6/2002
Fluorene ND 0.33 mgXg 1 " 3182002
Hexachiorobenzene ' ND 0.33 mp/g 1 " 362002
Hexachiorobutadlans ND 0.33 mg/Kg 1 ! A16/2002
Heaxachlorocyclopentadiene ND 033 mg/Kg 1 , N16/2002
Haxachloroethane ND 0.33 " mgKg 1 * Aez002
indenc(1,2,3-cd)pyrene ND 0.33 mo/Kg 1 | 3116/2002
isophorone ND 0.33 mg/Kg 1 © 3162002
N-Nitrosodi-n-peopylamine ND 033 . mg/Kg 1 © 3116/2002
N-Nitrosodimethylamine ND 0.33 " moKg 1 3/16/2002
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine ND 0.33- mg/Xg 1 - AM8/2002
Naphthaiene ND 0.33 mg/Xg. 1 l 62002
Nitrobenzens NO 0.33 mg/Kg 1 1 AM6/2002
Qualifters: ND - Not Detected at the Reporting Limit S - Spike Recovery outside sccepted recovery limits
J - Anglyte detected below quanititation limits R - RPD outside accepted recovary limis
B - Analyte detected in the associsted Method Blank E- Value above quantitation range

Parna 1A &1

*® . Value exceeds Maximum Contaminany Level



MAR-28-2B82  11:54 STAT ANALYSIS CORPORATION _ P.14
Analysis Corporation
2201 West Campbeil Park Drive Chicage, IL 60612-3547
Td: (312) 7334551 Fax (312) 733-2336 STATinfo@STATanelysis.com

N7/

Date Reported: March 20, 2002
Date Printed: March 20, 2002

Clheas: Eavirozmental Group Services, Lad Client Sampie ID: B-3 1

Lab Order: 0203071 CoBectien Date: 3/12/2002
Preoject: Cresent Painting Works i Soil
Lab ID: 0203071-003 _ -

Asalyses Result Liwmit Qual Usits DF :Date Amalyzed
Semivotatiie Organic Compounds by GC/MS SWazroC Prep Date: 3M5/2002 . Analyst JF
Pestachioroptencl ND 1.8 moag 1 L ¥16/2002
Phanal ND 0.3 mg/Kg 1 i 162002
Pyrene NO 0.3 ‘mgg 1 . 1672002
Pyridine NO 0.33 moKg 1 T eo02
Votatile Organic Compounds by GCMS SWS035/42908 Prep Date: 3/12/2002  : Analyst PS
Acstone ND 0021 moig 1 ; 92002
Berzare ND 0.0043 moMg 1 : 3192002
Bromodichioromethane ND 0.0063 moKg 1 -, ¥192002
Bramodorm ND 00043 ° moXg 1 ¥ Moo
tromomotcms & NO. 00085 mog 1 =1 sMaroe2
2-Butanone ND 0.0088 mpA 1 M Y2002
Carton disulfide ND - 00043 . moKg 1 : anerzoo2
Carton trathionds NO 0.0043 o 1 ' aezon
Criorobenzane ND 0.0043 moxg 1 t anezoe
Chioroshane ND 0.0086 moXg 1 3192002
Criorolorea NO 0.0043 moKg 1 : 3her2002
Chioromethans NO 0.0043 mpAXg 1 3192002
Dkwomochioromedhane ND 0.0043 mghig 1 Y2002
1.1-Oichiorogthane ND 0.0043 moKg 1 2002
1 2-Dichioroelane NO 0.0043 mg/Xg 1 1 V192002
'.’m ND 0.0043 m 1 T 3192002
cs-1.2-Dichioroethens 028 oz mgKg 50 * vaor2002
rane- 1 2-Oschiorosthens 0.0052 0.0043 mog 1 T 31972002
1.2-Dichicropropane ND 0.0043 moig 1 Y2002
die-1,3-Oichicropropens ND 0.0043 mg'Kg 1 v ANMY2002
frame-1,3-Dichioropropens ND 0.0043 mgN<g 1 - J192002
EByberzane NO 0.0043 mog 9 L NS0
2-Heancne ND 0.0086 mnoMg 1 T 92002
Methryiane chicride ND a.0088 mgig 1 ! oo
Styane ND 0.0043 mong 1 » 31972002
1,1.2.2-Tetrachiorochane ND 0.0043 moXg 1 ———
Tevachiorosthins A8 0.2 " mgiKg S0 ‘m
Tokune NO 0.0043 moXg 9 . 192002
1.1,1-Trickiorosthane ND 0.0043 mg/Xg 1 1 anerzonz
1.1.2-Trichiorosthane NO 0.0043 moXg 1 . 3MY2002
Trichiorochens 1.1 (3] mgAXg 50 > M20/2002
Qualifiars: ND - Not Octrcasd o e Reporting Liost S - Spike Recovary oumside accrpied recovery lissin

J - Amalyw dciccted below quasitianes Lisics R - RPD putside acccpred recovery linsiss -
B - Analyts dexcied in it atsociencd Method Blank E - Valuc sbove quantitasion ramge

® - Valut excoeds Marivas Contmument Level Page 11 of 12
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MAR-20-2002 11:54 STAT ANALYSIS CORPORATION

SEVAIN Analysis Corporation '
2201 West Campbell Park Drive Chicago, IL 60612-3547 W&&@
Tel: (312) 733-0551 Fax: (312) 733-2386 STATinfo@STATanalysis.com ‘

ACCREDITED
LABORATORY

Date Reported: March 20, 2002
Date Printed: March 20, 2602

-t
v -

ient;: i Services, Ltd.
Chexg OE;;:::lmcntal Group Services, Ltd Client Sample ID: B-3
Lab Order: Cresent Paintine Work Collection Date: 3/12/2002
Project: ent Painting Works Matrix: Soil :
Lsb ID: 0203071-003 -
Analyses Result  Limit Qual Units  DF ' Date Analyzed
Volatile Organic Compounds by GC/MS SW5035/82608 Prep Date: 312/2002  Analyst PS
Yinyl chioride ND 0.008s mgKg 1 i 319/2002
m,p-Xylene ND 0.0043 mg/Kg 1 > 31972002
o-Xylene ND 0.0043 meKg 1 - aneno02
pH (25 C) SWBO45C Prep Date: 3142002 ; Analyst MB
w/ pH 8.84 pH Units 1 . 314/2002
Cyanide, Total ) SWB012A Prep Date: 3/14/2002 . Analyst YZ
Cyanide * ) 2s 0.25 mg/Kg 1 T AM5/2002
-/
Qualiflers: ND - Not Detected at the Reporting Limit S - Spike Recovery outside wceeptad recovery limﬂx-
1- Analyte deteetcd below quanititation limita R - RPD outside aceepted recovery limits -
B - Analyte detectcd in the associated Method Blank E - Value above guantitation range

* _ Valug exceeds Maximum Contanvinant Leve) Page 12 of 12



MAR-2P-2082 11:S1 ' STAT ANALYSIS CORPORATION P.@3

i
3

l Analysis Corporation Datez March 20, 2002
Project: Cresent Painting Works Work Order Sample Summary

l LabOrder: 0203071 i
Lab Semple ID  Client Sample D TagNumber  Collection Date Date Reccived

' 0203071-00l1A B-1 3/12/2002 ylm ]
020307M1-001B  B-I 3/12/2002 : 3/1272002

' 0203071-002A  B-2 3122002 V122002
02030710028  B-2 3/122002 3/1212002
0203071-003A  B-3 31122002 3122002

| 02030710038 B-3 : 31212002 3122002

l ° . " Fi »

' . L ]

:szloil



TAB 4

Nestor A. Reina, P.E., Phase I Report

Resource Consulting - Wipe Sample Report

Subsurface Soil Investigation

3636 W Armitage
Chicago IL
Tuesday, April 02, 2002

Page 80of9




NESTOR A. REINA_P.E. CONSULTING ENGINEER
920 N. VAIL, ARLINGTON TS, II. 60004 (847) 255-8902

Jaime Moreno, President
FAMO Corporation

3636 West Armitage Avenue
Chicago, IL 60643

Thursday, January 21, 1999

Re: 3636 W. Armitage Bldg.
Environmental Assessment

Dear Mr. Moreno:

Thas is to inform you that based on the visual inspection [ made last 17 January 1999 of the above
referenced property, the building in its current condition, in vy opinion, does not pose an
environmental threat to the public or its occupants.

Very truly yours,

M A - /éﬁﬂ
Nestor A. Reima, P.E.
Illinots Professional Engineer
No. 62-36416 - Exp. 11/3099
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3636 WEST ARMITAGE, CHICAGO
PHASE 1 ENVIROI\MEN TAL AUD[T
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ENVIRONMENTAL AUDIT REPORT

. -
3636 WEST ARMITAGE
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS
-

BY

NESTOR REINA. P.E.

REGISTERED PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER
95 REUTER ARLINGTON HTS -ILLINOIS
TELEPHONE. 847-255-8902

—— — -~~~
- -e- -
P e Y
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3636 WEST ARMITAGE, CHICAGO
PHASE I ENVIRONMENTAL AUDIT

C ERTIF IC ATION

THIS PHASE I ENVIRONMENTAL AUDIT WAS CONDUCTED IN ACCORDANCE

WITH GENERALLY ACCEPTED PRACTICE, CONSISTENT WITH THE LEVEL OF

CARE UTILIZED BY MEMBERS OF THE CIVIL ENGINEERING PROFESSION, . "
AND UNDER THE AUTHORITY AND GUIDELINES OF ILLINOIS PUBLIC ACT ) '
No 88-438.

NO OTHER REPRESENTATIONS, EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED; AND NO

WARRANTIES OR GUARANTEES ARE INCLUDED AS PART OF THIS

REPORT. : e,
THE FIELD OBSERVATIONS AND EVALUATION HEREIN ARE CONSIDERED

TO BE IN SUFFICIENT DETAIL AND SCOPE.TO FORM AN INFORMED AND

PROFESSIONAL OPINION AS TO THE POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL

HAZARDS AND LIABILITIES AT THE SITE

THE ASSESSMENT 1S CONSIDERED COMPLETE AND ACCURATE AND
IT IS BASED ONLY ON THE VISUAL INSPECTIONS AND A REVIEW OF THE
AVAILAB_E WNFORMATION

THIS REPORT [§ NOT INTENDED TO BE AN IN-DEPTH ENGINEERING STUDY.
NO SOLL, AIR OR WATER SAMPLES WERE TAKEN OR CHEMICAL ANALYSES
MADE AS PART OF THIS INVESTIGATION. SUCH ANALYSES ARE OUTSIDE
OF THE SCOPE AND NOT CONSIDERED NECESSARY FOR THE PURPQOSE OF
THIS PHASE.

THE FACTS STATED IN THIS REPORT ARE TRUE AND MADE UNDER
PENALTY OF PERJURY, AS DEFINED IN SECTION 32-2 OF THE CRIMINAL
CODE OF 1961

L AN 9. ey -

NESTOR A. REINA.PE

L LINOIS PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER
License No ©2-3641€ - Expires 11-30-99
S:yned 2nd Sealed April 24, 1999
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3636 WEST ARMITAGE, CHICAGO
PHASE | ENVIRONMENTAL AUDIT

GENERAL SUMMARY

This repen summarizes the results of an investigation conducted by Nestor Reina. an
[lhinois Registered Professional Engineer, of the real property located at 3636 West
Armitage Avenue Chicago lllinois, with the purpose of identifying the presence or
likely presence of a release or substantial threat of a release of a hazardous substance or
pesticide at, on, 1o or from that location

This investigation was made under the authonty and guidelines of lllinois Putlic Act No
88-438 There are no 2nvironmental liens against the subject property

This report summarzes the results ot visual site :nspections of the subject and adjacent
properties and the review of avatlabie documents, including title documents and an aesial

photograph.

The subject prope; ccrsists of a parcel of land approximatcly 758 by 125 & witha
four-sicry masonry burid:ng approximately 80 tt by 72 & The propenty s zoned C-1-1
or Restncted Commerciai by the City of Ch:cago  For the past 75 vears, the property
appears to have been used for business, office and assembly purposes only Adjacent
properties consist =7 an electroplating piating business, Crescent Plating Works. to the
west and a two-5to; residence ¢ the east

The subiject prorerty has been owned. operated and maintained by the FAMO
Corporaticn, since 1985 The visual inspection of the subject property was performed on
Jaruary 17, 1999 by Nestor Reina. accompanied by FAMO officer Mr Jaime Moreno. A
visual inspecticn 2f the adjacent building to the west, 3650, was performed on April 29,
1999 also by Nesiar Reina. accompanied by Mr Moreno and Mr. James Saporito, Vice
President of Crescent Plating Works The extenor of the rwdcnml property was
inspected from the public rights-of-way.

This investigation id nct reveal the presence or likely presence of a release or a
substan:ial threat of 3 refease of a hazardous substance or psucxdc at, on. to or from the
subject proper
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RESOURCE CoNsuLTING, INC.

15 Ford Street PO. Box 123 Geneva, [llinois 60134 Phone: (630) 232-9820 Fax: (630) 232-9824

November 12. 1999 V‘é_M? ”‘ G W

Mr. Emulio Valle’

Impenal Discount Furniture
2130 North Milwaukee Avenue
Chicago. lllinois 60614

RE: Project Summary
Issues Regarding Fluid Infiltration in Basement
Proposal for Environmental Consulting Services
3636 West Armitage Avenue

Chicago, Illinoi

Dear Mr. Valle':

Re<ource Consulung. Inc. has prepared the following summary of the information gathered thus far
regarding the environmental issues at the above-referenced property. The information consists of a
summary and evaluaton of the data collected 1o date and a proposal for further characterizauon of the
ISSueS.

Project Summary
Mr. Emilio Valle’ purchased a building located at 3636 West Armitage Avenue in Chicago. [llinois.

Following :ts purchase. Mr. Valle' noticed seepage through the basement wall on the west side of the
building Thus conditon was considered a potential concern since a metai-plating facility located
direcils west of the subject property could have been a source of the fluid.

After bemng contacted by Mr. Valle' and instructed to proceed with the iniual characterization of the
site condiuons. an environmental database search was performed using the resources available on the
Internet that are maintained by the United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) and the
Environmental Defense Fund (EDF). The results of the database research indicate that the neighboring
prop=rty, Crescent Plating Works. Inc., holds permits under the Resource Conservatuon and Recovery
Act tRCRA) for the generation and emission of certain regulated wastes. This information was used to
design the sampling plan described below.

Samples of the infiltrating fluid were collected on August 31. 1999 by a representative of Resource
Consutiing. Inc. The sampling methodology followed the recommendatons of a chemist at the
<ontianted iaburatory . Spevifically. the sampling of the basement seepage was conducted using 2
sier:le gauze wipe saturated with disulled water. The representative of Resource absorbed as much
il d 2r possible from a significant seepage point on the west wall ot the basement for the collection ot
sampic S-1. Another sample. designated S-2. was collecjed from the drain located in the center of the
e S the >outh side of the basement. . ,
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The samples were placed into sterile, 4-ounce glass jars. stored on ice, and transported to First
Environmental Laboratories, Inc. of Naperville, llinois for analysis. The analyses included testing for
the presence of total cyanide as well as 8 metals that may be used in the industrial processes occurring
in the metal-plating facility located west of the subject property.

In conjunction with the sampling of the fluid, its pH was analyzed using standard test strips. Both the
fluid from the wall and the floor drain were determined to be of neutral pH.

- Analytical Results

The following table summarizes the results of the laboratory analyses for the 2 éamples collected from
the property. A copy of the laboratory report is attached to this correspondence.

Table 1 ’
Summary of Analytical Results
Substance Sample S-1/Wall Sample S-2/Drain
Total Cyanide 0.10 mg/wipe 0.13 mg/wipe
| Aluminum 0.16 mg/wipe 0.07 mg/wipe ;
i Arsenic <0.0001 mg/wipe <0.0001 mg/wipe
Copper 0.028 mg/wipe 0.016 mg/wipe
Chromium 0.005 mg/wipe 0.014 mg/wipe
Lead 0.001 mg/wipe 0.009 mg/wipe
Nickel 0.031 mg/wipe 0.005 mg/wipe
Silver 0.00006 mg/wipe < 0.00005 mg/wipe
Zinc 0.038 mg/wipe 0.021 mg/wipe

The results indicate that cyanide and low levels of various metals are present in the seepage fluid.
Since cyanide is not a naturally-occurring substance, it is reasonable to conclude that an outside source
of this substance is releasing it into the environment, which subsequently migrates into the basement of

the subject property.

Please note that these sampling and analytical efforts were conducted to determine if the seepage fluid
was, in general, a cause of potential concern for the owner of the subject property. The reported
concentrations of the substances tested for cannot be correlated with the conditions present off site. nor
do the results indicate where the potential source(’s)"of the coifmination may originate.

!



REsOURCE CoNSULTING, INC.

Poenoal Regulatory Issues
The conditions identified by the initial sampling may be governed by a number of environmental

regulatory mechanisms. In a discussion with an environmental attorney who 1s famiiiar with these
scenanos, the following potential causes of acuon may be pursued against the responsible party. when
1denufied:

» The presence of the regulated substances in the fluid entenng the building violates the Illinois
Environmental Protection Act, and a cease and desist order can be entered against the responsible

party:

e If the condinons are an indication of contamination of the groundwater below the area, the Hlinois’
Groundwater Protecuon Act may have been violated since it is possible that the levels of cyanide
detecied 1n the samples are in excess of the groundwater quality standards for this substance;

» If it is determuned that air quality in the building is causing conditions that may threaten human
health and safety. a violation of RCRA ‘may be_occurring.

The above information is not meant o be legal advice, but is provided to form a regulatory framework
for the information gathered to date. Prior to any legal proceedings. Resource encourages reasonable

efforts to communicate with the potenually. responsible party that occupies the property to the west of*

the site.

(97
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Proposed Scope of Work
Ambient Air Quality Sampling

The site conditions and available information raise the following issues and concerns:

» It should be determined whether the contaminants in this fluid are becoming airborne, thus causing
air quality and other health concerns.

» Additional investigations, ideally with the assistance of the neighboring property owner to the west,
are required to determine the source, degree, and extent of this contamination.

» The response actions necessary to address the source of the contamination and the conditions
present in the subject property’s basement and other potential areas of concern must be designed

and implemented. . . ' )

The immediate concern is the indoor air quality of the subject property since the safe occupation of the
building remains in question. The other concems should be addressed in conjunction with the
identification of the source of the contamination and the party responsible for conditions. This can be
accomplished after the conditions in the building are further characterized, as described below.

Field Activitie .
Resource proposes that the ambient air quality in the building be tested for the presence of the

contaminants that were detected in the fluid samples. The sampling and analyses will be performed by
Tetra Tech EM Inc. of Arlington Heights, Illinois. To ensure that the health and safety of occupants
of the building are protected, samples will be collected from both the basement and the first tloor of the
building. A total of 3 samples will be collected from each floor using distinct sampling methods in
order to test for the presence of cyanide, acid vapor, and metals.

Sampling will occur during an 8-hour period to represent a typical work day using methods approved
by the National Institute of Occupational Safety and Health (NIOSH). The analytical results will be
compared to the permissible exposure limits (PELs) of the Occupational Safety and Health
Administration (OSHA) and the threshold limic values (TLVs) established by the American Conference
of Governmental Industrial Hygienists (ACGIH).

The results of the laboratory analyses, an evaluation of the data by Tetra Tech, and further
recommendations for the property will be provided following the completion of the sampling and

analyses.

el 2



REsource ConsuLnng, Inc.

Scheduling

Rescurce can begin work under this proposal upon the receipt of a signed service agreement and a
retacer in the amount of $1000.00. We estimate that the field work will require 8 hours to complete.
The report will be available within 3 weeks following the completion of the field work.

Teoms of Agrecment

The detailed cost esumate attached to this proposal is based on Resource’s experience with similar
projects and is provided for budgetary purposes only. The actual project cost will be invoiced on a
ume-and-matenals basis. Should significant changes n the scope of wark be required. Resource
Consalung. Inc. will seek the approval of Impenal Discount Furmiture prior to impiementauon. This
cost sstimate is valid for 60 days.

If dus proposal appears sansfactory, please review and sign the General Terms and Condinons and
requn it to our office with a retainer in the amount of $1000.00. We will then sign the agreement and
send a copy back o vou for your files. The service agreement and this proposal represent a contract
berween Resource and Imperial Discount Furniture.

An uvoice for services rendered for this project to date is enclosed. The fees include laboraiory
analyucal costs and consulting charges for research, field work, and the generation of the reporting
provided to you. Please review the invoice and forward to Accounts Payabie.

We ook forward to assisting you with Uus project, and appreciate your use of Resource Consultng.
Inc. for your environmental consultng needs. Please contact our office with any guestions or
comments regarding the contents of this correspondence, or if we can be of service in any other way.

Sincerely,

Dtanincl T Hronsth—

Danel J. Horvath
PresdenvHydrogeologist

Enclosures: Laboratory Report
Invoice
Cost Esumate
Service Agreement

Wl




;OURCE CoNsULTING, INc.

COST ESTIMATE — November 12, 1999
Environmental Consulting Services
Imperial Discount Furniture Property
3636 West Armitage Avenue
Chicago, Illinois
1. PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

A. Project Management & Oversight

~ 4 hours/Project Manager @ $100.00 per hour ' $400.00
B. Field Work & Meetings . . .
4 hours/Project Manager @ $72,00 per hour $288.00

- C. Project Documentation

8 hours/Project Manager @ $85.00 per hour _ . $680.00
4 hours/Clerical @ $40.00 per hour _ " $160.00
SUBTOTAL - $1528.00

II. CONTRACT SERVICES

uA. Air Quality Sampling & Reporting $1060.00
B. Sampling Equipment, Media, and Analyses $724.00
SUBTOTAL ' $1784.00

[11. MISCELLANEOUS FEES

A. Mileage/300 miles @ $0.40 per mile . $120.00
B. Subcontractor Handling $268.00

SUBTOTAL o $388.00

ESTIMATED TOTAL PROJECT COST $3700.00




f Environmental

Laboratories, Inc.
‘* 1600 Shore Road * Naperville, Mlinois 60563 ® Phone (630) 778-1200 * Fax (630) 778-1233
IEPA Certification #100292

September 9, 1999

Mr. Daniel Horvath

RESOURCE CONSULTING, INC.
P.O.Box 123

Geneva IL 60134

Dear Mr. Horvath:_

Enclosed are the analytical results in support of Resource Consulting Inc.’s. Project ID
“99-1032 Imperial Furniture”, received by First Environmental Laboratortes, Inc. on
August 317, 1999. These wipe samples were analyzed as directed on the enclosed chain
of custody form. -

PROJECT SUMMARY

All analyses were performed in accordance with the methods found in the USEPA

publication: Test Methods for Evaluating Solid Waste, Physical/Chemical Methods, SW-
846, 3" Edition, December 1996. Specific method references are listed on the analytical

report.

All analyses were performed within established holding times, and all Quality Control
criteria as outlined in the methods have been met. QA/QC documentation and raw data
will remain on file for future reference.

It has been a pleasure providing you with analytical services, and we look forward to
working with you again in the future. If you have any questions regarding this report, or
need additional information, please contact me at (630) 778-1200.

Sincerely,

Stan Za
PYOject I cr .
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First

E=we @ Environmental
=== ,aag Laboratories, Inc.
=== |00 Shore Road * Naperville, llinois 60563 * Phone (630) 778-1200 * Fax(630)778-1233
" IEPA Certification #100292
Analytical Report
Client: RESOURCE CONSULTING
Project ID: 99-1032 Imperial Furniture Date Received: 08/31/99
Sample Number: 83279 Date Taken: . 08/31/99
Sample Description: S-1/Wall Date Reported: 09/09/99
Analyte Result Units  Date Analyzed - Method
Cyanide 0.10 mg/wipe  09/02/99 " 9014
Aluminum 0.16 mg/wipe 09/09/99  6010B
Arsenic <0.0001 mg/wipe  09/09/99 6010B
Copper | Tt 0028 mg/wipe - 09/09/99 6010B
Chromium 0.005 . . mg/wipe  09/09/99 6010B
Lead 0.001 mg/wipe 09/09/99 6010B
Nickel 0.031 mg/wipe 09/09/99 6010B
Silver 0.00006 mg/wipe 09/09/99 6010B.
Zinc 0.038 mg/wipe  09/09/99 6010B

~




First
8 Environmental

——— _ au Laboratories, Inc.
’4 1600 Shore Road * Naperville, Minos 60563 * Phone (630) T76-1200 » Fax (630) T78-1233
[EPA Certification #100292

Analytical Report

Cliemt: RESOURCE CONSULTING

Proyect [D: 99-1032 Impenal Furniture Date Recetved: 08/31/99
Sample Number: 83280 Date Taken: 08/31/99
Sample Description: S-2/Drain Date Reported:” 09/09/99
Analyte Resulit Units  Date Analyzed Method
Cyanide - 0.13 mg/wipe  09/02/99 %014
Alumimum 0.07 mg/wipe 09/09/99 6010B
Arsenic <0.0001 mg/wipe  09/09/99 6010B
Copper . .. 0016 mg/wipe  09/09/99 6010B
Chromum 0014 mg/wipe 09/09/99 6010B
Lead 0.009  mg/wipe - 09/09/99 6010B
Nickel 0.005 mg/wipe  09/09/99 6010B
Silver <0.00005 mg/wipe 09/09/99 6010B

Zinc 0.021 mg/wipe 09/09/99 6010B




P First C
=— . Fnvironmental COMPANY NAME: __RESSULCE enn 5T i [N e .
—=di Laboratories, Inc. aDDREsS:_£.0. 00023 (Ereve It CO3E
1600 Shore Road » Naperville, Illinois 60563 PHONE: _(,30 1311920 rax:_G30 237 a¢ k
Phone (630) 778-1200 ¢ Fax (630) 778-1233 contact NaME _Damed 3 Horved
24 Hr. Pager (708) 569-7507 SAMPLEDBY: I H
E-mail: firstenv@mcs.com
IEPA Certification #100292
ANALYSES
Project 1.D. 43 -03 2 l'r\p»o ol Forndvers
N/
Send Report To: DIH[Resoures, x/ ¥
,69' X5, NG/
~©,
43. “\y U
SN
(¢ ?V
DATE/TIME '
TAKEN SAMPLE DESCRIPTION . COMMENTS LAB
F3 o [ 4-) [lall x|
IV W PN 1Y FAR TS £2272
Jol ) oA Sl fDeean X | X _ : Al N /j"ﬂ)
- . Cr  As
, n A.
Matrix Codes: S =Soil W =Water O = Other
Preserved in: Lab[] Field[] Cooler Temperature:_______°C

Notes and Special Instructions:

Relinquished By: L\ Q S %\XW Date/Time ‘ZI 3 f') ‘ﬁ J “OO‘a Received Byﬁ:ﬂ%&— Date/Time _Mﬂ ,
i Date/Time

Relinquished By: Date/Time Received By:
Relinquished By: Date/Time Received By: Date/Time
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GENERAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS

Zreement o enteved wto by and between impenal Duscount Fumsture of Chicago, llmors (the “Client®) and Resource Consalting, Inc ., a corporanon
rased wader the laws of the Stase of Mo,

iowng paragraphs sct forth the general terms and conditioas ander whiuch Resource Consulting, Inc shall, at the Client's request, provide envwronmental
mg services at the Chent's property at 3636 West Armstage Avenue. Chucago. [inoes (the “Sie™)  The scope of work for these activities s set forth in the
o for Eavroameatal Comsulting Services. dased November 12, 1999 (the “Proposal™). This proposal 1s incorporated wito and made part of this Agreement.

IRM
s Agrooment s cffective as of the Last sagnatuse dase and will continue for the length of time set out 1n the Proposal

ACE

¢ Jnce for the servaces of Resource Coasuiting, Inc are set forth wa the Proposal  As applicable the Chent understands that the pnce set forth i the Proposal 1s
csumase of Resowrce Conssltiag, Inc based on 153 past expenence with somular progects. anbapated subcontractor's costs at the tune of the quotanoa, and on
noa provwded 10 by the Chient.  Resource Consulung, [nc does not guaraniee 1ts cost esumate  [If dunng the parformance of the work addibonal work not

1 a the Propasal becomes mecessary, Resource Consulting, Inc wnll obtaun the Clhient's permission before rmplemennung the expanded work.

1 il are due fifieca (15) days from the dase of mvosce. Resource Consuiting, Inc wall bill the Client as necded but not eore than once cvery thaty (30) days.
wnil be charped & the rase of 1 5% per month oa all amounts ourstanding tor more than fifieen (15) days  The Client agress w pay reasonable collection costs
wmey's fices that Resowrce Consalting. lac mcurs io collecung any amounts owed.

CCESS TO PREMISES

2¢ Cliemt grasts 0 Resowrce Comsuitiag, Iac. . 1ts agents and employees. dunng the term of this Agreement, reasonable access to the Site for purposes of -

g 13 obigshons ander thes Agreement

s 1 off-sse property o aceded for Resowrce Coasulting, (sc. 10 parform its obliganons under this Agreement. the Client skall use all reasonabie efforts to secure
2ex3 for Resowrce Comsulting, bac . its agenss andl subcontraciors.  Resource Consultng, Inc shall not be required to perform any off-saue work uniess the Chient
aumed. and provided 1 Resowrce Consulting, lac. . written authonzanos for sach work from the property owner

22 Consuitsng, iac ﬂukWhmmqmmmumwmummﬁwnspufumma:ofns
ons under tus Agreement. ._,. A4

- e = .

ESOURCE CONSULTING, INC.'S WARRANTIES - Resource Consoltng, Inc. warrants and represents to the Client that

1 Its performamce of sts obligazoas under thes Agreement shall be m a safe and workmanlike manner consistent with accepted professional prachices in the same
ar localty, and m full compisance with then applscable federal. stase and local laws, regulanoss, rules or ordinances. As apphicable. Resource Consultng, Inc.
{ waTanty Of W axy wey pusrasce that the Clseat s chigbie for, or will recerve any reimbarsernent from, the [limots LUST Fund.

1 Resowce Coasuiting, Inc will. by the Lxne the project comemences. secure all permits or approvals from any govemnmental caty which are requured for the
ance of a3 obhgatoms wnder thas Agrecment.

1 Thes warranty 15 an e of all other warrantses, express, mmphed or stanutory, mciuding, but aot Linsted 1o, the mmplied warranties of merchantability and
‘o a parucstas purpose, and all sach wartantyes arc expressly discizamed.

_IENT'S WARRANTIES - The Chent wasransts and represents © Resource Consulting. Inc thar

) it has prowded. or wnll provide pnar 1 the commencement of any on-sie acuvities ot the Site. Resource Consuttng, Inc. with all the mformaton availabie w0
rmng the sarface and subsarface condibons of the Site (mchahing any “as buit” plans for any underground structures) and viaasy and any chermcal or other
that mught assast Resowce Consulting. lac m performng its obhiganons under thus Agreement  The Chient wasmants the acturacy of asy “as buit® plans it

> 10 Resowrce Consaltmg, bnc

' It shall sotxfy JUUIE DIG (300) $92-0123 or CHICAGO DIGGER (312) 744-7000, as apphcabie, to have the sxe marked for underground unlites a least 48
iudang Satwrdsyvs. Sendays and holadays) before the first on-sse activaty of Resource Consalting, Inc. at the Site. The Client warrants that all underground
o the Sac or off-sme shafl be actwrascly marked Resource Conswitng, Inc. shall noufy the Chent at least five (S) working davs 1a advance of uts fust on-site
 the Seac ’

T\smailuo(dluhmm_mhedamy.nddlmchmncxpmudsdm

DEMNIFICATION ~.
sowrce Consultng. lac agrecs 0 mdemmfy wm-dwmauﬁw“mm.dﬂh&hucs clasms. causes of acsons. penalties.
uwmum-mundMmotmmummﬂhSLMnmmm become

Dic 106 0f PEY Out a5 2 reswit of death or bodly mpunes (including death) to any person. damage (ncluding loss of use) o any property. Contamanaiion of of

:1le.1s o the enveroament. o any violation of governmental laws. regulabons. rules or ordisances, directly or induecily caused by. or ansmg out of a breach




e
ul any warranties by Resource Consulting, Inc.. or any negligent or willful act or omussion of Resource Consulting, Inc.. its employees or subcontractors in the

pertormance of this Agreement.

Uhe Client agrees 1o mndemmty. hold harmiess and defend Resource Consulting, Inc. from and against any and all habilies. claims, causes of acuions. penalties. sus.
and costs and expenses incidental thereto (including costs of defense, settlement, and reasonable attorney's tees), which it may hereatter incur. become responsibie for.
ur pay vut as 3 result of death or bodily imuries (including death) to any person, damage (including loss ol use) to any property, contamination of or adverse etfects un
the environment, or any violation of govemmental laws. regulations. rules or ordinances, directly or indirectly caused by. or anising out ot a breach of any warranties by
the Client, or any neghigent or willful act or omussion of the Client. its employees or subcontractors in the performance of this Agreement.

7 LIMITATIONS OF LIABILITY

For uny damage caused by negligence, including errors and onussions, or other acts, or for any damages based in contract. or for the Chent's claims {or contribution
and indemnitication. or tor any other cause of action. the lrability of Resource Consulting, Inc . including that of its employees, agents. subcontractors. directors and
ulticers. shall not exceed the sum of one million ($1.000.000) in the aggregate per project. or Resource Consulting. Inc.’s fee tor the project. whichever shall be less

In nu event shall the Client or Resource Consuiting. lne be responsible for any incidental. indirect. exemplary. or consequential daimages (including loss of use or loss
ol profits) incurred by one another or any third party as a result ot Resource Consulting, Inc.’s performance or non-pertormance under this Agreement.

8  INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR

Resource Consuiting, Inc. is, and will perform its obligations under this Agreement as, an independent contractor and as such shall have and mamntain complete
control over its employees and operations. Neither Resource Consulung, Inc. nor any of its employees shall be, represent. act. purport to act or to be deemed to be an
agent. representative, employee or servant ot the Client

4 INSURANCE
-source Consulting, Inc. shail procure and maintain, at its expense, during the term of this Agreement, at least the following insurance:
Co ensive General Liability/$1.000,000 Aggregate Lamit. .

10 EXCUSE OF PERFORMANCE

If Resource Consulting, Inc. is delayed at any time from timely completion of its obligations under this Agreement by any act or negligence ot the Client. or by
any separate coniractor empioyed by the Client. or by change order(s), or by labor disputes, fire, explosion. accident. flood. sabotage or vandalism. war. riol. unusual
deliy n transportation. adverse weather conditions. compliance with governmental requests. laws, regulations, order. actions or non-action, or any causcs bevond
Resource Consulting. (nc.'s control, then the ume tor Resource Consulting. Inc.'s completion of u.#iga(ions under this Agreement shall be extended by change order
Tor such reasonable nme as the Client and Resource Consulting, Inc. mutually agree upon and Resguice Consuluing. Inc shall not be deemed to be 1n violation of this

\greement,

11 TERMINATION )

If Resource Consulting, Inc. cannot pertform its obligations under this Agreement because of an order ot any court er other public authority, and through no tault
ol Resource Consulting, Inc.. or if the Client tails to make tull payments on invoices or retainers as set forth in Paragraph 2. above. or the Proposal. then Resource
Consulting, Inc. in its sote discretion may immediately stop any work under this Agreement or ternmunate this Agreement and fecover trom the Client payment for all

work pertormed plus reasonable protit and damages.

The Client may. by seven (7) days written notice to Resource Consulting, [nc.. termunate this Agreement for Resource Consulting. Inc.'s persistent or repeated
el ' or failure to tulfill its obligations under this Agreement or to comply with taws. regulations. rules or ordinances ol any public authonty or entity having
mrﬂon over Resource Consulting. Inc. which are matenal to this Agreement.

2 ENTIRE AGREEMENT

I his Agreement and any document it references constitute the entire Agreement between the Client and Resource Consulting, Inc. regarding the requested services and
it supersedes any and all prior agreements. whether written or oral. that may exist between the parties regarding the same. No modification of the Agreement shall be
elfective unless in wnting and signed by authorized representatives of the Client and Resource Consuiting. Inc.

WITNESS WHEREOF. the parties hereto have execuied this Agreement by their duly authonized representatives.

Resource Consulting, Inc. limperial Discount Furmniture
13y By.
Daniei I Horvath
President Titler
/

Date. Date




